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CHAPTER I. INTRODUCTION 
The question of how much the news media tip the scales of justice in 
a criminal trial has been bandied about for years by lawyers and 
journalists. Of all the media, newspapers have received the brunt of the 
criticism for publishing material attorneys see as harmful to their 
clients' chances for a fair trial. 
Every day hundreds of arrest stories are published in the 1,760 
daily newspapers throughout the United States. For many of these general 
circulation papers, the reporting of crime news is considered necessary 
to keep readership high. Some journalists believe that no general 
circulation newspaper could survive without offering a steady diet of 
crime news. l 
Even the prestigious New York Times prints crime and police news 
but not as much as its largest competitor, the New York Daily News. 
Although there are many factors which contribute to the popularity of 
the Daily News, its concentration of crime news, especially of sensational 
crimes, probably helps the paper keep its circulation well above that of 
the New York Times. Audit Bureau of Circulation figures for 1978 show 
the Daily News with a circulation of 1.9 million while The Times' 
circulation is 820,000. 
Because crime news is a part of most newspapers (the most noted 
exceptions being The Wall Street Journal and The Christian Science 
lAlfred Friendly, and Ronald L. Goldfarb, Crime and Publicity (New 
York: The Twentieth Century Fund, 1967), p. 36. 
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Monitor), this study was undertaken to determine what effects pretrial 
publicity has upon prospective jurors' opinions about persons who are 
arrested and charged with a crime. Of specific concern is whether the 
pretrial publicity affects readers' perceptions of the guilt or 
innocence of a suspect. 
The free press-fair trial issue has had two primary arguments: 
journalists argue for the public's right to know and assert that crime 
news be reported thoroughly; lawyers argue that a person's right to a 
fair trial supersedes any media claim of free speech. 
In its simplest form, the conflict'arises over interpretation of 
the First and Sixth amendments to the U.S. Constitution. The First 
Amendment guarantees free speech and freedom of the press. The Sixth 
Amendment guarantees a speedy and public trial by an impartial jury for 
any defendant in a criminal case. 
In an attempt to curb the publication of damaging information, 
police agencies, bar as~ociations, the courts and the media in 42 states 
have established specific guidelines on what information should be 
released to the media when an arrest is made. These guidelines usually 
permit release of a suspect's name, age, address, place of employment, 
marital status, the exact charges and the circumstances surrounding the 
arrest. 
The guidelines, however, also include instructions on what infor-
mation should not be released to the news media. This allegedly damaging 
information includes the existence of a confession, performance on 
police-administered tests or the refusal to take such tests and 
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statements about the character of the accused or of any potential 
witnesses. In these guidelines police and court officials are advised 
not to volunteer information about a suspect's prior arrest record. 
But most guidelines stipulate that this information is a part of the 
public record and must be provided upon specific request by the news 
media. (See Apppendix A for representative guidelines.) 
Journalists have remained adamant in their insistence that 
following these guidelines is voluntary so as not to permit governmental 
interference in the dissemination of information. Governments can 
dictate what information the police and 'courts can give out but cannot 
control what the media publish. Restraint must come from within the 
profession, journalists maintain. 
In 1967 the American Newspaper Publishers Association released a 
report on the free press-fair trial issue. The report concluded: 
--There is no real conflict between the First Amendment's 
guarantee of a free press and the Sixth Amendment's 
guarantee of a speedy and public trial by an impartial 
jury. 
--The presumption by some members of the bar that all 
pretrial news is prejudicial is not based on fact. 
--To fulfill its function, a free press requires not only 
the freedom to print without prior restraint but also 
free and uninhibited access to information that should 
be public. 
--There are inherent dangers in the censorship of crime 
news, among them are secret arrest and secret trial. 
--The press is a positive influence in assuring a fair 
trial. 
--The press has a responsibility to allay public fears 
and dispel rumors by the disclosure of fact. 
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--No rare and isolated case should serve as cause for 
censorship and violation of constitutional guarantees. 
--Rules which restrict the release of information about 
a case are unwarranted. 
--The people's right to a free press is one of the most 
fundamental rights. Neither the press nor the bar has 
the right to sit down and bargain it away.2 
This report convinced many journalists that they must not relinquish 
their right to control what is printed in their newspapers. 
Although the press and bar have been arguing the issue for many 
years, there have been few trials that focused national attention on the 
problem. Those that have include the cases of Irvin v. Dowd and, five 
years later, the successful murder conviction appeal of Sam Sheppard. 
In Irvin v. Dowd the U.S. Supreme Court overturned the conviction 
of an Indiana man charged with six counts of murder. Shortly after the 
man's arrest, a newspaper printed a story stating that the suspect had 
confessed to all six murders. A mere promise by jurors not to be 
influenced by information heard outside the courtroom wasn't enough 
to guarantee a fair trial, the court ruled. The justices said: 
With such an op1n10n permeating their minds it would be 
difficult to say that each could exclude this preconception 
of guilt from his deliberations ••• Such a statement of 
impartiality can be given little weight ••. The influence 
that lurks in an opinion once formed is so persistent 
that it unconsciously fights detachment from the mental 
process of the average man. 3 
This was a landmark case because up to that time the court had believed 
2ANPA Special Committee on Free Press and Fair Trial, Free Press 
and Fair Trial, (New York: ANPA, 1967), p. 1. 
3Irvin v. Dowd, 366 U.S. 717, 6 L.Ed. 2d 751, 81 S. Ct. 1639 (1961). 
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that a juror could be impartial merely by stating that he wouldn't be 
influenced by outside information. 
In Sheppard v. Maxwell in 1966, the court ordered a new trial for 
Sheppard who had been convicted 12 years earlier of murdering his wife. 
The pretrial publicity in Cleveland newspapers included front page 
editorials calling for Sheppard's arrest. During the trial the 
courtroom was overrun with news media representatives. 
In granting a new trial, the Supreme Court set down specific 
suggestions as to what should be done to avoid the effects of prejudicial 
pretrial publicity. Among these suggestions were prohibiting statements 
to the press by anyone associated with the case regarding the suspect's 
refusal to take a lie detector test, and publishing statements of opinion 
about the defendant's guilt or innocence. Justice Tom Clark wrote the 
majority opinion for the court: 
From the cases coming here we note that unfair and 
prejudicial news comment on pending trials has become 
increasingly prevalent. Due process requires that the 
accused receive a trial by an impartial jury free from 
outside influences. Given the pervasiveness of modern 
communications and the difficulty of effacing prejudicial 
publicity from the minds of the jurors, the trial courts 
must take strong measures to ensure that the balance is 
never weighed against the accused .•. But where there is a 
reasonable likelihood that prejudicial news prior to 
trial will prevent a fair trial, the judge should 
continue the case until the threat abates, or transfer 
it to another county not so permeated with pub1icity.4 
4Sheppard v. Maxwell, 384 u.S. 333, 16 L. Ed. 2d 600, 86 S. Ct. 
1507 (1966). 
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The Scope of the Problem 
In determining if pretrial publicity has any effect on prospective 
jurors' perceptions of guilt or innocence, it is important to understand 
the scope of the potential problem. 
Not everyone arrested demands a trial. Many cases are settled by 
plea bargaining between the defense attorney, the prosecuting attorney 
and the judge. Of the cases that do go to trial, not all are tried 
before a jury; some are tried before a judge only. A study by Friendly 
and Goldfarb indicated that only about 20 percent of all cases involving 
felonies ever go to trial. Their research showed that the Washington 
Post mentions only about 20 percent of the felony cases occurring in the 
District of Columbia. Of those cases mentioned in the newspaper, less 
than 28 percent ever go to trial. 5 
Prejudicial pretrial publicity isn't rampant. But even so, the 
problem is too serious and occurs too regularly to be dismissed. As 
the rate of serious crimes increases, so will the volume of publicity. 
As publicity grows, so will the fair trial problem. 
Related Studies 
There have been few studies of the relation between pretrial 
publicity and jurors. Post-trial interviews with jurors have been 
conducted from time to time and there have been simulated jury trials 
5Friendly and Goldfarb, p. 69. 
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which attempted to measure the effect of exposure to pretrial publicity. 
Simon 
In 1966 Rita James Simon studied the effects of pretrial publicity 
on 97 registered voters in Champaign and Urbana, I11inois. 6 Half the 
group was given three sensationalized stories about a murder. The 
stories contained gory details and blatant headlines. The other half of 
the group was given three conservative news stories about the same 
crime. The subjects were asked to read the stories and then to vote on 
the guilt or innocence of the suspect. The results showed that 67 percent 
of those with the sensationalized stories voted guilty, 21 percent voted 
not guilty and 12 percent were undecided. Of those who read the 
conservative stories, 37 percent voted guilty, 39 percent voted not 
guilty and 24 percent were undecided. 
The subjects then listened to a tape recording of an abbreviated 
trial. Included on the recording was an admonition from the judge to 
decide the case solely on the evidence presented during the trial. The 
subjects then voted a second time. Those who read the sensational 
stories voted 25 percent guilty, 73 percent not guilty and 2 percent 
undecided. Of those who read the conservative stories, 22 percent voted 
guilty and 78 percent voted not guilty. 
The study indicates that sensational press treatment can enhance 
a juror's readiness to label a defendant guilty before trial but that 
6Rita James Simon, "Murder, Juries and the Press, " Transaction, 
3 (May/June 1966): 40-42. 
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the experience of the trial and judge's admonition can substantially 
reduce that effect. Those subjects who read the conservative stories 
were less willing to make any judgment before the trial and were 
certainly less willing to make a guilty judgment before the trial. 
Kline and Jess 
F. Gerald Kline and Paul H. Jess conducted a mock jury study in 1966 
to determine if reporting the past conviction record of a defendant 
prejudiced jurors in a civil case. 7 The prejudicial and nonprejudicial 
news stories were carried in a simulated newspaper and as part of a 
simulated television newscast. The subjects selected for the experiment 
were 48 male sophomores at the University of Minnesota. 
The news stories involved a traffic accident in which there was 
personal injury. The prejudicial version of the story included a 
deplorable past driving record of the accused. The past record involved 
arrests for drunken driving, reckless driving and leaving the scene of 
an accident. Despite instructions from the judge not to do so, one of 
the four juries considered the past driving record in deciding the 
case against the defendant. The other three juries decided not to use 
the detrimental information in deciding the case. 
7F• Gerald Kline and Paul H. Jess, "Prejudicial Publicity: Its 
Effect on Law School Mock Juries," Journalism Quarterly, 43 (Spring 
1966): 114. 
9 
Tans and Chaffee 
Mary Dee Tans and Steven H. Chaffee studied the effects of pretrial 
publicity on prospective jurors in Wisconsin. 8 Each of the 150 subjects 
from various social clubs was given three mock newspaper arrest stories 
to read. The stories were about a burglary, assault-robbery and 
kidnap-murder. Potentially damaging information was included in some of 
the stories. This information included whether the suspect had confessed 
to or denied the charges, whether the district attorney considered him 
guilty or innocent and if he had been formally arrested. 
The results of the study indicate that those subjects who read the 
unfavorable stories were much more likely to view the suspect as guilty 
than were those who read the straight news stories. The most damaging 
information in any story was that the suspect had confessed. The least 
damaging was a combination of not being arrested and the district 
attorney's statement that the suspect was probably innocent. 
Wilcox and McCombs 
Walter Wilcox and Maxwell McCombs studied the effects of including 
certain items in arrest stories. 9 Their variables were the existence of 
a confession, a prior criminal record and various police evidence. The 
subjects were 120 persons selected randomly from the voter registration 
8Mary Dee Tans and Steven H. Chaffee, "Pretrial Publicity and Juror 
Prejudice," Journalism Quarterly, 43 (Winter 1966): 647. 
9Walter Wilcox and Maxwell McCombs, "Crime Story Elements and Fair 
Trial/Free Press," (unpublished report, School of Communications, 
University of California at Los Angeles 1967), p. 21. 
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list in Los Angeles. 
The results indicated that the subjects thought the suspect guilty 
more often when the fact of confession was included in the news story. 
Mentioning a prior criminal record, police evidence, or both had little 
effect on leading the subjects to a guilty vote. 
Nelson 
In 1973 MarIan D. Nelson reported findings similar to the 1966 Simon 
study.lO Nelson chose subjects at random from the general juror list of 
Cache County, Utah, and sent them sensational or nonsensational news 
stories about a murder suspect. The subjects were later called to court 
as prospective jurors for the murder case about which they had read. 
Nelson found that those who had read the sensational news stories 
were more prone to assess the defendant as guilty than were those 
subjects who had read the nonsensational stories. Additionally, those 
who heard an admonition from the judge to decide the case only on what 
was heard in court lowered their assessment of guilt even if they had 
read the sensational stories. 
Riley 
In 1973 Sam G. Riley tested whether tendency to prejudge a case 
varied with occupation, age, sex, education, previous court experience 
l~rlan D. Nelson, "Free Press-Fair Trial: The Effects of 
Sensational and Nonsensational Pretrial News Stories and of a Judge's 
Admonition Upon Juror and Nonjuror Guilt Assessment," (Ph.D. dissertation, 
Oklahoma State University, 1973): 17. 
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or recollection of facts about the case. ll 
Riley chose a real murder case in North Carolina and telephoned 183 
registered voters to determine what they knew about the case. He found 
there was no significant relationship between age, education or 
occupation and the tendency to prejudge. Riley found there was a slightly 
greater tendency for those with previous courtroom experience to pre-
judge than there was for those with no experience in a courtroom. 
His study indicated that women were more likely to prejudge than 
were men and that persons who knew incorrect information about the case 
were also more likely to prejudge than were persons who had correct 
information. 
Sue and Smith 
Stanley Sue and Ronald Smith reported in 1974 that negative pretrial 
publicity may damage a defendant's chances for a fair trial. 12 
In their experiment, they had prospective jurors read a pretrial 
report that said a gun was found in the suspect's apartment and that a 
ballistics test showed the gun was used in the murder. Other prospective 
jurors read a pretrial report that said a ballistic test showed the gun 
was not the murder weapon. The results indicated that females voted 
guilty significantly more than males (39 percent to 25 percent) and that 
llSam G. Riley, "Pretrial Publicity: A Field Study," Journalism 
Quarterly, 50 (Spring 1973): 17. 
l2Stanley Sue and Ronald Smith, "How Not to Get a Fair Trial," 
Psychology Today, 7 (May 1974): 86. 
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the damaging information also resulted in a significantly higher guilty 
vote (43 percent to 23 percent). 
Sue and Smith concluded that damaging pretrial publicity poses a 
serious threat to a juror's fair and impartial judgment. They urged that 
judges give careful consideration to a motion for a change of venue in 
any highly publicized criminal case. 
Padawer-Singer 
In 1975 Alice Padawer-Singer experimented with 33 juries in New York 
and found that jurors who read damaging information before the trial 
were nearly twice as likely to judge a suspect guilty than those who read 
stories not containing damaging information. l3 
The experiment had half the jurors read a mock newspaper story 
that said a murder suspect had a criminal background and that he had 
retracted his alleged confession. The other half read a mock newspaper 
story that made no mention of the suspect's confession or criminal 
record. 
After reading the news stories, the jurors listened to a tape 
recording of the actual murder trial. More than 72 percent of the jurors 
exposed to the damaging information voted guilty while less than 44 
percent of the jurors who were not exposed to the damaging stories 
voted guilty. 
l3Dan Rottenberg, "Do News Reports Bias Jurors?" Columbia Journalism 
Review, 15 (May/June 1976): 16. 
13 
Sohn 
Ardyth Sohn reported in 1976 that the kind of crime a person is 
charged with affects prospective jurors' perception of innocence or 
guilt. 14 
Sohn used 24 subjects to test whether the fact that a crime was 
a felony rather than a misdemeanor affected jurors' opinions. She also 
tested if the severity of the possible penalty had any effect and if 
the commonness of a suspect's name influenced jurors. 
Sohn concluded there is a tendency for some people to assume the 
accused in a pretrial news story is more guilty than innocent if the 
alleged crime is a felony rather than a misdemeanor. The difference in 
severity of penalty and commonness of name had no significant effect on 
juror judgment. 
Hvistendah1 
J. K. Hvistendah1 recently studied how the position of potentially 
biasing information in a story affects the degree of bias. 1S 
The stories Hvistendah1 used identified the suspect in four 
different ways: 1) by fictional address; 2) by race; 3) by membership 
in a motorcycle gang; and 4) by prior criminal record. Each 
14Ardyth Sohn, "Determining Guilt or Innocence of Accused from 
Pretrial News Stories," Journalism Quarterly, 53 (Spring 1976): 100. 
ISJ • K. Hvistendah1, "The Effect of Placement of Biasing Information 
in News Stories on Readers' Perceptions," (unpublished paper, Journalism 
Dept., Iowa State University, 1979), p. 3. 
14 
identifier was then placed in the lead of some stories and at the end of 
others. A total of 290 subjects participated in the experiment. 
The study demonstrated that the positioning of potentially biasing 
information in news stories has little influence on prospective jurors' 
perceptions of guilt or innocence. However, the inclusion of the fact 
of a prior criminal record produced the highest number of guilty votes. 
Using the fact of a prior criminal record in the last paragraph was the 
only version that was statistically significant when compared to the 
fictitious address story read by a control group. 
Safeguards 
To diminish any effect pretrial pUblicity might have on a prospective 
juror, a number of safeguards are available. In 1907 Justice Oliver 
Wendell Holmes said in a court decision: 
The theory of our system is that the conclusions to be 
reached in a case will be induced only by evidence and 
argument in open court and not by any outside influence, 
whether of private talk or public print. 16 
That's the way the system is supposed to work theoretically. But in 
reality, often it doesn't. As a result, the safeguards are used to help 
keep the effects of pretrial publicity to a minimum. 
Four major safeguards are available in the judicial system: 
1) a change of venue to move the trial to another jurisdiction; 2) a 
16patterson v. Colorado, 205 U.S. 454, 462 (1907). 
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continuance so the trial is held at a later date; 3) the voir dire 
examination of prospective jurors at the beginning of a trial; and 
4) the judge's instructions to the jury at the end of the trial. 
The motion for a change of venue is the most commonly used device 
for offsetting the effects of pretrial publicity. This is a request, 
usually by the defense attorney, that the trial be moved to a different 
judicial district where little or nothing is known about the case; where 
mass media accounts of the crime have not been generally circulated. 
One problem with the change of venue safeguard is that cases in state 
courts can only be moved elsewhere within the same state, not to 
another state. 
Requests for a continuance are also popular. The idea behind this 
legal procedure is that the potentially adverse effects of pretrial 
publicity may disappear if the community is given time to cool off. 
Judges decide whether to grant motions for a change of venue or for 
a continuance. Some of the items they consider in making the decision 
are: 1) the nature, frequency and timing of the publicity; 2) the size 
of the community; 3) the status of the victims and status of the 
defendant in the community; 4) the extent of the jurors' awareness of 
the publicity; and 5) the nature of the crime. 17 
The use of voir dire as a safeguard against empaneling biased jurors 
is also common. The defense attorney, prosecuting attorney and judge 
I7Adam Ferber, "Beating Bad Press: Protecting the California 
Criminal Defendant from Adverse Publicity," University of San Francisco 
Law Review 10 (Winter 1976): 392. 
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can all question the prospective jurors in an attempt to find those who 
have been affected by pretrial publicity. If it can be determined that 
any member of the jury panel has already formed an opinion about the 
defendant's guilt, another juror is called for questioning. 
In case any of the preceding safeguards fail, a judge can help 
counter the effects of pretrial publicity by the instructions he gives 
the jury members before they start deliberating the case. In theory, 
the judge, by his admonition, is supposed to be able to wipe out any 
effects of information from outside sources on a case and have the 
jurors decide the case based only on what they heard as evidence in the 
courtroom. 
The judge's instructions may not always be powerful enough to 
overcome all the prejudice created by sensational news stories, but 
where prejudicial publicity has not been excessive there is little reason 
to suppose that instructions cannot often be powerful enough to offset 
it. This is supported by the findings of Simon, Kline and Jess, and 
Nelson cited earlier. 
Other safeguards include a change of venire whereby prospective 
jurors from another town are brought in, and an occasional gag order 
whereby the court orders the proceedings closed and that no information 
about the case be published. These methods are used rarely, however, 
especially since a 1976 u.s. Supreme Court ruling that said judges 
generally may not impose orders on the press that forbid publication of 
information about a criminal case even if the judge thinks the order will 
17 
help ensure a fair trial. The ruling did say there might be exceptional 
cases in which gag orders would be permitted. I8 
Effectiveness Judged 
The effectiveness of these safeguards was studied in a 1968 survey 
funded by the American Newspaper Publishers Association Foundation. Fred 
S. Siebert compiled responses from 483 judges from across the United 
States. 19 
The results show that more than 45 percent of the judges had 
received one or more motions for a change of venue based on pretrial 
publicity at one time or another. The judges said they granted an 
average of one in five change of venue motions. More than 75 percent 
said they believed the change of venue is an effective way to reduce the 
effects of pretrial publicity. 
The same study showed that nearly half the judges responding usually 
reject prospective jurors if they have prior knowledge of the case 
through news media reports. One in five said they never or practically 
never accept as a juror someone who learned about the case through 
published reports. Eighty percent of the judges rate voir dire as a 
highly or moderately effective method of ensuring an impartial jury. 
l8Nebraska Press Association v. Stuart, 427 U.S. 539, 558, 
96 S. Ct. 2791, 2802 (1976). 
19Fred S. Siebert, Walter Wilcox and George Hough III, Free Press 
and Fair Trial (Athens, Ga.: University of Chicago Press, 1970), p. 1. 
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Nearly 95 percent of the judges said they instruct juries to base 
their verdicts solely on the evidence presented in court but only 73 
percent said they think this is an effective safeguard. 
About half the judges said they had received a motion for a 
continuance based on pretrial publicity. More than 80 percent of all 
judges who received such a motion said they think it is at least 
moderately effective. 
In addition, Siebert polled the judges on what information about a 
suspect should be released for publication. Almost all (96 percent) of 
the judges said that confessions should not be released to the press 
prior to the trial since confessions are often inadmissible as evidence. 
The judges were also strong in their opposition to the release of 
lie detector or ballistics test results with 94 percent saying it is 
generally inappropriate to do so. On the question of whether prior 
criminal records should be released for publication, 86 percent of the 
judges said they generally should not. 
The British Way 
In Britain the general rule is that nothing which might conceivably 
affect the attitude of potential jurors may be published unless and until 
it is formally disclosed in court. This restriction begins with the 
arrest of a suspect and prevails until all appeals are concluded. The 
only items the British press is free to report are the suspect's name, 
address, the charges against him and any material that is disclosed 
during the trial. 
19 
British judges can, and frequently do, cite publishers, editors and 
media corporations for contempt of court if they violate the guidelines 
and publish damaging information. It is totally against the rules to 
. 
mention the existence of a confession or if a defendant has a prior 
arrest record. 20 
Imposition of such restrictions in the United States would, however, 
infringe on the freedom of the press as it exists today. Such a 
procedure would also result in lengthy blackouts of crime news. Press 
silence about certain facts over a brief period is more likely to be 
tolerated if the case is disposed of quickly. In England, the average 
criminal case is tried within a month and any appeal is completed within 
two weeks after the verdict. In the United States, the average time 
between indictment and disposition of the case is nearly five months. 21 
These delays would make such a system unpalatable to American journalists 
and readers who are accustomed to prompt reporting of the news. 
20Anthony Lewis, "British Verdict on Trial-by-Press," The New York 
Times Magazine, (June 20, 1965), p. 14. 
21Friendly and Goldfarb, p. 146. 
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CHAPTER II. METHODOLOGY 
Statement of Purposes 
The general purpose of this study is to determine whether certain 
information when included in an arrest story affects how readers perceive 
the guilt or innocence of a suspect. 
There are 19 specific purposes to this study: 
1) To determine if the fact that a suspect in an arrest story is 
female rather than male will have any influence on how readers perceive 
the guilt or innocence of the suspect and if female readers will view 
the suspect as less likely to be guilty. 
2) To determine if printing that a suspect has denied the 
allegation and implicated another person will influence readers' 
perceptions of the guilt or innocence of the suspect. 
3) To determine if printing that a suspect has confessed to the 
crime will influence readers' perceptions of the guilt or innocence of 
the suspect. 
4) To determine if printing that a suspect has passed a lie detector 
test and implicated another person will influence readers' perceptions of 
the guilt or innocence of the suspect. 
5) To determine if printing that a suspect has failed a lie detector 
test and confessed to the crime will influence readers' perceptions of 
the guilt or innocence of the suspect. 
6) To determine if printing that a suspect has failed a lie detector 
test, confessed to the crime and has a prior arrest record will influence 
readers' perceptions of the guilt or innocence of the suspect. 
21 
7) To determine by means of an open-ended question what information 
in the given arrest story had the biggest influence on the readers' 
feelings about the suspect's guilt or innocence. 
8) To determine if the subjects who participated in the survey 
believe courts are too lenient or too harsh in sentencing convicted 
criminals. 
9) To determine if the subjects who participated in the survey 
favor or oppose the death penalty for persons convicted of first degree 
murder. 
10) To determine if the subjects who participated in the survey 
favor or oppose leniency of judges on first-time offenders. 
11) To determine if the subjects who participated in the survey 
think the names of juveniles who commit crimes should or should not be 
published in the newspaper. 
12) To determine if the subjects who participated in the survey 
favor or oppose letting criminals out on parole before they have 
served the full sentence. 
13) To classify subjects who participated in the survey as 
"hardliners" or "softliners" in their attitudes toward criminals. 
"Hardliners" favor a tougher justice system, "softliners" do not. 
14) To determine if "hardliners" will view a criminal suspect as 
guilty more often than will a "softliner." 
15) To determine if "softliners" will view a criminal suspect as 
innocent more often than will a "hardliner." 
16) To determine if there is a relationship between a reader's 
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sex and his feelings about a suspect's guilt or innocence. 
17) To determine if there is a relationship between a reader's age 
and his feelings about a suspect's guilt or innocence. 
18) To determine if there is a relationship between a reader's 
amount of education and his feelings about a suspect's guilt or 
innocence. 
19) To determine if there is a relationship between the population 
of a reader's home town and his feelings about a suspect's guilt or 
innocence. 
Hypotheses 
The general hypothesis of this study is that what a person reads 
in the newspaper helps him form opinions about certain things. 
The specific hypotheses to be tested in this study are: 
1) Including in an arrest story the fact that a suspect is female 
rather than male will have no relationship as to whether readers perceive 
the suspect as guilty or innocent. There will be no significant 
difference between male and female readers in this regard. 
2) Including in an arrest story the fact that a suspect has denied 
the allegation and implicated another person will have no significant 
relationship as to whether readers perceive the suspect as guilty or 
innocent. 
3) Including in an arrest story the fact that a suspect has 
confessed to the crime will have a significant relationship as to whether 
readers perceive the suspect as guilty or innocent. 
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4) Including in an arrest story the fact that a suspect passed a 
lie detector test and implicated another person will have no significant 
relationship as to whether readers perceive the suspect as guilty or 
innocent. 
5) Including in an arrest story the fact that a suspect has failed 
a lie detector test and confessed to the crime will have a significant 
relationship as to whether readers perceive the suspect as guilty or 
innocent. 
6) Including in an arrest story the fact that a suspect has failed 
a lie detector test, confessed to the crime and has a prior arrest 
record will have a significant effect on whether readers perceive the 
suspect as guilty or innocent. 
7) A survey subject who is found to be a "hardliner" will be more 
likely to view a criminal suspect as guilty than will a "softliner." 
8) A survey subject who is found to be a "softliner" will be more 
likely to view a criminal suspect as innocent than will a "hardliner." 
9) There will be no significant relationship between a reader's sex 
and his feelings about a suspect's guilt or innocence. 
10) There will be no significant relationship between a reader's 
age and his feelings about a suspect's guilt or innocence. 
11) There will be no significant relationship between a reader's 
level of education and his feelings about a suspect's guilt or innocence. 
12) There will be no significant relationship between the population 
of a reader's home town and his feelings about a suspect's guilt or 
innocence. 
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The Pretest 
A pretest with four different versions of two entirely different 
stories was designed to test the reliability of the survey instrument. 
The pretest variables were: male, female, confession, denial, 
implication of another, prior record, passed lie detector test and 
failed lie detector test. 
The pretest was administered to an advertising class at Iowa State 
University approximately one month before the primary questionnaire. 
The pretest was completed by 64 students. 
After reading a phony newspaper arrest story, the subjects were 
asked to indicate their feelings about the subject's guilt or innocence 
on a seven-point linear scale ranging from "very guilty" to "very 
innocent." 
The responses to the pretest indicated that most of the stories 
were weighted heavily toward the "guilty" side. The two exceptions were 
the versions that dealt with taking of a lie detector test. In the 
pretest, subjects who read about the lie detector test leaned toward 
"innocent" regardless of whether the suspect had passed or failed the 
lie detector test. This indicated a possible mistrust of lie detector 
tests but the same results did not surface in the primary survey. 
Based on the responses to the pretest, the stories were altered 
slightly to generate more doubt about the suspect's guilt or innocence. 
In addition, some of the variables were combined into one story to test 
their cumulative effect on readers' perceptions of guilt or innocence. 
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Population 
The population chosen for this study was all students enrolled in 
JlMC 225, an Iowa State University undergraduate course on publicity 
and public relations for students who are not majoring in journalism. 
In March of 1979 when the survey was taken, there were 206 students 
enrolled in the course. It was decided to use all eight sections of 
JlMC 225 as the population universe rather than drawing a random sample 
from among the 206 students. It was felt that getting responses from 
most of the population would give a better indication of the true 
situation than would getting responses from a small segment of the 
population and then projecting them over the entire population. 
The publicity and public relations course was chosen because it was 
easily accessible and excluded journalism majors. It was thought that 
students with some journalism training might respond to the survey 
questions differently than students with no journalism background. The 
students in the survey had a variety of backgrounds. 
The particular class was also chosen because it provided a variety 
of student ages and a variety of education levels. Another reason the 
class was chosen was that the male-female ratio appeared to be fairly 
even. 
Timing 
The survey was conducted during the first two weeks of spring 
quarter, 1979. Administering the survey that early in the term kept to 
a minimum the chances that the population would be affected by any 
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material having to do with fairness and objectivity taught in 225. 
The questionnaire was administered during a portion of the regular 
class meeting period. 
The Survey 
The questionnaire was five pages long. The directions (p. 1) and 
11 subsequent questions (pp. 3, 4 and 5) were typewritten. The mock 
newspaper story (p. 2) was set in Times Roman body type, nine on 10 
picas with an II-pica wide column. The headline, "Bank employee charged 
with embezzlement," was set in 20-point Franklin, three lines, flush 
left. The directions were on Iowa State University Department of 
Journalism and Mass Communication letterhead. Everything was photocopied 
on 8~ x 11 sheets of paper. 
Instructions 
The instructions asked each subject to read the news story carefully 
and to answer the 11 questions which followed. The subjects were 
cautioned not to try to memorize any details in the story and to answer 
the questions based on their initial reactions rather than how they felt 
after giving the matter considerable thought. The subjects were assured 
that all their responses would remain confidential. (See Appendix B) 
Verbal instructions given by the researcher to each group of subjects 
reiterated the above directions. In addition, the subjects were told 
they were under no obligation to participate in the study and that their 
agreement or refusal to do so would have no bearing on their grade in 
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JIMC 225 or in any other course. They were told the survey should take 
less than 10 minutes to complete • 
. The variables 
There were seven different versions of essentially the same story 
(see Appendix C). All seven versions appeared to be alike at first 
glance. There was no mention that the stories were different. The 
students were to assume they all had the same story. 
Except for identifying the suspect by sex, the independent variables 
were selected from the American Bar Association guidelines on what 
information should not be printed prior to trial. 
The stories were administered randomly to each section of JIMC 225. 
Each class was given a combination of the seven stories. A particular 
story was read by a particular student only by chance. Each student had 
an equal chance of getting anyone of the seven stories. No student 
read more than one story. 
Except for the story that identified the suspect as female, all the 
independent variables were included near the end of the story. 
The first story contained no independent variable and was used as 
a control story. This story was read by 27 students. 
The second version contained an independent variable which 
identified the suspect as a woman. This story was read by 27 students. 
The third version contained an independent variable which said the 
suspect had denied the allegation of embezzlement and had implicated a 
former co-worker as the embezzler. This story was read by 27 students. 
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The fourth version contained an independent variable which said 
the suspect had confessed to the crime following his arrest. This story 
was read by 27 students. 
The fifth version contained an independent variable which said the 
suspect had denied the allegation, implicated a former co-worker and 
passed a lie detector test. This story was read by 26 students. 
The sixth version contained an independent variable which said the 
suspect had failed a lie detector test and had subsequently confessed to 
the crime. This story was read by 27 students. 
The seventh version contained an independent variable which said 
the suspect had failed a lie detector test, confessed to the crime and 
had a prior arrest record. The story noted that a jury had found the 
suspect innocent of the previous charge against him. This story was 
read by 27 students. 
The questions 
The subjects in the survey were asked to answer 11 brief questions 
(see Appendix D). One question was a modified open-ended question in 
that the subjects were asked to indicate what information in the arrest 
story had the biggest influence on their opinion of the suspect's guilt 
or innocence. The other questions were multiple choice with Likert-type 
scaling. 
The first question asked how the subject viewed the guilt or 
innocence of the suspect named in the arrest story. Five choices were 
available and ranged from "very probably innocent" to "very probably 
guilty." "Not sure" was also an alternative. 
29 
The second question was the open-ended question designed to determine 
if the independent variables were cited by respondents in volunteering 
reasons for their decisions. 
The third question asked if courts were too lenient or too harsh in 
sentencing criminals. Five choices were available and ranged from "much 
too lenient" to "much too harsh." "Not sure" was also an alternative. 
The fourth question asked if the subject favored or opposed the 
death penalty for persons convicted of first degree murder. Five choices 
were available and ranged from "strongly favor" to "strongly oppose." 
"Not sure" was also an alternative. 
The fifth question asked if the subject favored or opposed leniency 
of judges on first-time offenders. Five choices were available and 
ranged from "strongly favor" to "strongly oppose." "Not sure" was also an 
alternative. 
The sixth question asked if the names of juveniles who commit crimes 
should or should not be published in the newspaper. Five choices were 
available and ranged from "definitely should be published" to "definitely 
should not be published." "Not sure" was also an alternative. 
The seventh question asked if the subject favored or opposed letting 
criminals out on parole before they had served their full prison 
sentence. Five choices were available and ranged from "strongly favor" 
to "strongly oppose." "Not sure" was also an alternative. 
Questions 3, 4, 5, 6 and 7 were designed specifically to generate a 
scale with which each subject could be assessed as being a "hardliner" or 
a "softliner" on the treatment of criminals. 
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The eighth question determined the sex of the subject. 
The ninth question determined the age group of the subject. 
The 10th question determined the grade level in college of the 
subj ecL 
The 11th question determined the approximate size of the subject's 
home town based on its population. 
The Statistics 
In each instance one version of the arrest story was tested against 
the control story. A simple chi square test was used to determine if 
there was a statistically significant relationship between the information 
included in the arrest story and the readers' perceptions of guilt or 
innocence. In each case the null hypothesis was tested. 
A data management computer program devised at Stanford University 
and called a Statistical Package for the Social Sciences was used in 
analyzing the survey results. The researcher wrote a computer program 
that produced a simple frequency table for each variable. A second 
program produced cross tabulation tables and chi square scores so that 
six versions of the story could be statistically compared to the control 
story. 
31 
CHAPTER III. FINDINGS AND ANALYSIS 
The Return 
The survey was conducted personally by the researcher. Of the 206 
students enrolled in JlMC 225 Publicity and Public Relations spring 
quarter, 188 (91 percent) completed the questionnaire. Two persons 
declined to complete the questionnaire. The remaining 16 students were 
either absent on the day the questionnaire was administered to their 
class or they had dropped the course although their names still appeared 
on the roster. 
All 188 of the completed questionnaires were usable although a few 
subjects did not answer all 11 questions. 
A breakdown of the answered questionnaires showed that 27 persons 
read the control story; 27 persons read the story where the suspect was 
identified as a woman; 27 persons read the story where the suspect 
denied the charge and indicated another person was the culprit; 27 persons 
read the story in which the suspect confessed to the crime; 26 persons 
read the story in which the suspect denied the charge and passed a lie 
detector test; 27 persons read the story in which the suspect failed a 
lie detector test and confessed to the crime; and 27 persons read the 
story in which the suspect failed a lie detector test, confessed to the 
crime and had a prior arrest record. 
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Demographics of the Subjects 
Sex 
Of the 188 subjects answering the survey, 89 (47 percent) were 
male and 99 (53 percent) were female. 
A breakdown by age showed that 40 subjects (21 percent) were 18 or 
19 years old; III subjects (59 percent) were 20 or 21 years old; 22 of 
the subjects (12 percent) were 22 or 23 years old; and 15 subjects 
(8 percent) were over 23 years old. 
Education level 
A breakdown of the education level of the subjects showed that six 
subjects (3 percent) were freshmen; 71 subjects (38 percent) were 
sophomores; 66 subjects (35 percent) were juniors; 44 subjects (23 
percent) were seniors; and one subject (less than 1 percent) was 
classified as "other." This could have been a special student who was 
auditing the class or a graduate student who was taking the course as 
remedial work. 
Home town size 
The subjects answering the questionnaire were asked the size of 
their home towns. Of the 188 responding, 36 (19 percent) said the 
population of their home towns was less than 1,000; 41 subjects (22 
percent) said the population of their home towns was between 1,000 and 
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5,000; seven subjects (9 percent) said they were from home towns with 
populations between 5,001 and 10,000; nine subjects (5 percent) said 
their home towns were between 10,001 and 15,000; 16 subjects (8 percent) 
said the population of their home towns was between 15,001 and 25,000; 
and 69 subjects (37 percent) said they were from home towns with 
populations greater than 25,000. 
Hypotheses 
Hypothesis 1 
Including in an arrest story the fact that a suspect is female 
rather than male will have no relationship as to whether readers perceive 
the suspect as guilty or innocent. There will be no significant 
difference between male and female readers in this regard. 
There was insufficient evidence to reject this hypothesis. The 
data indicated there was little relationship between the sex of the 
reader and his view of guilt or innocence of a suspect of the same or 
opposite sex. However, the findings also indicated that females were 
more inclined to vote guilty regardless of which of the two story 
versions they read (see Appendix E). However, a chi square calculation 
showed this difference was not significant at the 0.05 level. 
Hypothesis 2 
Including in an arrest story the fact that a suspect has denied the 
allegation and implicated another person will have no significant 
relationship as to whether readers perceive the suspect as guilty or 
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innocent. 
There was insufficient evidence to reject this hypothesis. In 
fact, the data reflect a slight tendency on the part of readers to view 
a suspect as guilty more often if he denied the allegation and 
implicated another person, although this, too, was not statistically 
significant (see Appendix F). 
Hypothesis 3 
Including in an arrest story the fact that a suspect has confessed 
to the crime will have a significant relationship as to whether readers 
perceive the suspect as guilty or innocent (see Table 1). 
Table 1. Control story compared to version which included confession 
Control Confession 
N % N % 
Innocent 3 12 2 8 
Not sure 13 48 4 14 
Guilty 11 40 21 78 
Chi square = 8.09 with 2 degrees of freedom 
Significance = 0.018 
In testing this hypothesis, there was sufficient evidence to 
indicate the existence of a relationship between the fact of confession 
and a reader's perception of guilt or innocence. The findings indicate 
that the fact of confession is very damaging to a crime suspect's image 
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because 78 percent of those who read the story containing the confession 
said they believed the suspect to be guilty, but only 40 percent of 
those who read the control story viewed the suspect as guilty. 
A chi square calculation comparing the control story with the 
version containing the fact of confession indicates the significance 
level is 0.018 with two degrees of freedom. 
Hypothesis 4 
Including in an arrest story the fact that a suspect passed a lie 
detector test and implicated another person will have no significant 
relationship as to whether readers perceive the suspect as guilty or 
innocent. 
The data indicate there is insufficient evidence to reject this 
hypothesis. The relationship between the control story and the version 
in which the suspect passed a lie detector test and implicated another 
person was not significant at the 0.05 level. 
However, in terms of numbers and percentages, there was a difference 
between the two stories. Readers were less likely to view the suspect 
as guilty if they read the story in which he denied the allegation and 
passed a lie detector test (see Appendix G). This indicates that a 
denial has little or no relationship to how a suspect is viewed but 
when the denial is coupled with passing a lie detector test, readers 
are less likely to view the suspect as guilty. 
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Hypothesis 5 
Including in an arrest story the fact that a suspect has failed a 
lie detector test and confessed to the crime will have a significant 
relationship as to whether readers perceive the suspect as guilty or 
innocent (see Table 2). 
Table 2. Control story compared to failed lie detector and confessed 
Control Failed and Confessed 
N % N % 
Innocent 3 11 2 7 
Not sure 13 48 2 7 
Guilty 11 41 23 86 
Chi square = 12.50 with 2 degrees of freedom 
Significance = 0.002 
In testing this hypothesis, there was sufficient evidence to 
indicate a relationship between the damaging facts and readers' views 
of guilt or innocence. 
Including in an arrest story the fact that a suspect failed a lie 
detector test and then confessed to the crime leads readers to view the 
suspect as guilty more often than they would if they hadn't read the 
damaging facts. 
Hypothesis 6 
Including in an arrest story the fact that a suspect has failed a 
lie detector test, confessed to the crime and has a prior arrest record 
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will have a significant relationship as to whether readers perceive the 
suspect as guilty or innocent. 
The data indicate there is a relationship between the damaging 
facts and readers' perceptions of guilt or innocence when compared to 
the control story (see Table 3). 
Table 3. Control story compared to failed lie test, confessed and 
prior record 
Control Failed z confessed z 
N % N % 
Innocent 3 11 1 4 
Not sure 13 48 2 7 
Guilty 11 41 24 89 
Chi square = 13.90 with 2 degrees of freedom 
Significance = 0.001 
record 
Including in an arrest story the facts that a suspect failed a lie 
detector test, confessed to the crime and had a prior arrest record leads 
readers to view the suspect as guilty more often than they would if they 
hadn't read the damaging facts. 
Hypothesis 7 
A survey subject who is found to be a "hardliner" will be more 
likely to view a criminal suspect as guilty than will a "softliner." 
Overall, the data did not support this hypothesis. Raw numbers 
pointed toward a possible relationship between a person's attitudes 
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about the justice system and his view of a particular suspect but any 
difference was not statistically significant (see Appendix H). 
The only story where there was a statistically significant relation-
ship between verdict and views on the justice system was the confession 
version (see Table 4). In this story, "hardliners" viewed the suspect as 
guilty more often than "softliners." 
Table 4. Relationship between verdict and views on the justice system 
for story containing fact of confession 
Hardliner Softliner 
N % N % 
Innocent 1 4 1 4 
Not sure 1 4 3 11 
Guilty 19 70 2 7 
Chi square = 9.30 with 2 degrees of freedom 
Significance = 0.010 
Hypothesis 8 
A survey subject who is found to be a "softliner" will be more 
likely to view a criminal suspect as innocent than will a "hardliner." 
The data did not support this hypothesis. Raw numbers pointed 
toward a possible relationship between a person's attitudes about the 
justice system and his view of a particular suspect but any difference 
was not statistically significant (see Appendix H). 
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Hypothesis 9 
There will be no significant relationship between a reader's sex 
and his feelings about a suspect's guilt or innocence. 
The data indicated there was insufficient evidence to reject the null 
hypothesis and that no significant relationship exists between a reader's 
sex and his feelings about a suspect's guilt or innocence (see Appendix I). 
The raw data pointed toward a tendency for males to be less willing 
than females to make up their minds on guilt or innocence. 
Hypothesis 10 
There will be no significant relationship between a reader's age and 
his feelings about a suspect's guilt or innocence. 
The data indicated there was insufficient evidence to reject the 
null hypothesis and that no significant relationship exists between a 
reader's age and his feelings about a suspect's guilt or innocence (see 
Appendix J). 
Though not statistically significant at the 0.05 level, there was a 
tendency for the younger subjects and the older subjects to vote guilty 
more often. The middle range of ages voted guilty less frequently and 
had a higher percentage of undecided votes. 
Hypothesis 11 
There will be no significant relationship between a reader's level 
of education and his feelings about a suspect's guilt or innocence. 
The data indicated there was insufficient evidence to reject the 
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null hypothesis and that no significant relationship exists between a 
reader's level of education and his feelings about a suspect's guilt or 
innocence (see Appendix K). 
The raw data indicated an apparent trend that as the level of 
education increased, so did the percentage of guilty votes. Conversely, 
as the level of education decreased, the percentage of innocent votes 
increased. 
Hypothesis 12 
There will be no significant relationship between the population of 
a reader's home town and his feelings about a suspect's guilt or 
innocence. 
The data indicated there was insufficient evidence to reject the 
null hypothesis and that no significant relationship exists between the 
size of a reader's home town and his feelings about a suspect's guilt or 
innocence (see Appendix L). 
It is interesting to note that the highest percentage of guilty 
votes came from subjects whose home towns were smaller than 1,000 people. 
This tendency for subjects from small towns to vote guilty did not hold 
up across all home town sizes, however. 
Discussion 
Confession 
The first hypothesis in which statistical significance surfaced was 
when the control story was compared to the version in which the suspect 
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confessed. Twenty-one of the 27 readers (78 percent) specifically cited 
the fact of confession as the main influence in their verdicts. Twenty 
of these 21 said they believed the suspect to be guilty. One was not 
sure. 
Of the six subjects who did not indicate that the confession was a 
factor in their decisions, two said they believed the suspect was 
innocent, three said they weren't sure and one said the suspect was 
guilty. Four of the six subjects who did not cite the fact of confession 
indicated instead that they based their decisions on a part of the 
story that said police confiscated a briefcase the suspect was carrying 
"but it only contained personal papers." This could have led the 
subjects to believe the police arrested the wrong person. 
Confession and failure on lie test 
The second hypothesis in which statistical significance was evident 
was in the comparison of the control story with the version wherein the 
suspect failed a lie detector test and confessed to the crime. Twenty-
four of the 27 readers of this version (89 percent) specifically cited 
either the confession or the lie detector test failure as primary 
influences on their verdicts. Twenty-one of these 23 said they believed 
the suspect to be guilty. One subject viewed the suspect as innocent 
and one was not sure. 
Of the three subjects who did not indicate that the damaging 
evidence influenced their decisions, one said the suspect was innocent 
because the briefcase police confiscated contained only personal papers; 
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one was not sure and cited the same reason; and one said the suspect was 
guilty based on the mere fact of arrest. 
Confession, failure on lie test and prior arrest record 
The third hypothesis in which statistical significance was present 
involved comparing the control story with the version in which the suspect 
failed a lie detector test, confessed and had a prior arrest record. 
Twenty-five of the 27 readers of this version (93 percent) specifically 
cited either the confession, the lie detector test failure or the prior 
arrest record as influencing their decisions. Twenty-two of these 25 said 
they believed the suspect to be guilty. Two subjects said they weren't 
sure on guilt or innocence even after reading the damaging information 
and one subject said he believed the suspect was innocent because a jury 
had found him innocent in a similar case 17 years earlier. 
Of the two subjects who did not indicate that the damaging 
information influenced their decisions, both said they viewed the suspect 
as guilty. One gave as his reason the fact that police had been 
investigating the case for six months while the other subject gave no 
reason. 
Views on justice system 
Although for most versions of the arrest story, the subjects' views 
on the justice system didn't indicate a relationship existed with the 
verdicts offered, the views overall produced some interesting 
statistics. 
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Of the 188 subjects responding, 142 (77 percent) said they believe 
today's courts are lenient in sentencing convicted criminals. Of these, 
31 (17 percent) said the courts are much too lenient in sentencing while 
111 (60 percent) said the courts are somewhat lenient. 
Thirty-six of the subjects (19 percent) said they weren't sure if 
the courts are too lenient or too harsh while seven (4 percent) said the 
courts are somewhat harsh in sentencing. Three subjects did not respond 
to this question. 
Table 5. How subjects view court sentencing policies 
N % 
Huch too lenient 31 17 
Somewhat lenient 111 60 
Not sure 36 19 
Somewhat harsh 7 4 
Much too harsh 0 0 
On the question of whether the subjects favor or oppose the death 
penalty for persons convicted of first degree murder, 107 (57 percent) 
said they favor the death penalty. Of these, 36 (19 percent) said they 
strongly favor the death penalty while 71 (38 percent) said they somewhat 
favor capital punishment. 
Nineteen of the subjects (10 percent) said they weren't sure if they 
favor use of the death penalty. Thirty-five subjects (19 percent) said 
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they somewhat oppose the death penalty and 27 (14 percent) said they 
strongly oppose the death penalty. 
Table 6. Whether subjects favor or oppose use of the death penalty 
N % 
Strongly favor 36 19 
Somewhat favor 71 38 
Not sure 19 10 
Somewhat oppose 35 19 
Strongly oppose 27 14 
Subjects were asked if they favor or oppose judges being lenient on 
first-time offenders. Sixty-three (33 percent) said they oppose leniency 
on first-time offenders. Twenty (11 percent) said they weren't sure 
while the majority, 105 (56 percent), said they favor leniency for 
first-time offenders. Several subjects indicated their answers would 
depend on the crime committed. 
Table 7. How subjects view leniency on first-time offenders 
Oppose 
Not sure 
Favor 
N 
63 
20 
105 
% 
33 
11 
56 
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Subjects were asked if the names of juveniles who commit crimes 
should be published in the newspaper. Seventy-six (41 percent) responded 
yes while 101 (54 percent) said no. Ten subjects (5 percent) were 
undecided and one person didn't answer the question. 
Table 8. Whether the names of juveniles who commit crimes should be 
published 
N % 
Yes 76 41 
Not sure 10 5 
No 101 54 
The 188 subjects were almost evenly split on the question of whether 
they favor letting criminals out on parole before their prison sentences 
have been served. Eighty-three (44 percent) said they oppose parole 
while 80 (43 percent) said they favor parole. Twenty-four (13 percent) 
said they were not sure and one subject did not answer the question. 
Some subjects said their responses would depend on the crime committed. 
Table 9. Whether subjects favor or oppose the use of parole 
N % 
Oppose 83 44 
Not sure 24 13 
Favor 80 43 
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Other interesting relationships between views on the justice system 
and personal background surfaced as well. 
The raw data indicated that males heavily favor the death penalty 
for persons convicted of first degree murder (71 percent to 22 percent), 
while females were more evenly divided (45 percent to 42 percent). A chi 
square calculation showed the difference to be significant at the 0.001 
level. 
Table 10. How males and females view the death penalty 
Males Females 
N % N % 
Favor 63 71 44 45 
Not sure 6 7 13 13 
Oppose 20 22 42 42 
Chi square = 13.26 with 2 degrees of freedom 
Significance = 0.001 
However, women were more strongly opposed to leniency for first-time 
offenders than were men. Sixty-four percent of the women said they were 
opposed while only 36 percent of the men were opposed. 
The largest age group which favored the death penalty was of 
subjects 18 or 19 years old where 63 percent favored, 25 percent opposed, 
and 12 percent were not sure. The least support for the death penalty 
came from persons older than 23 where 53 percent favored, 40 percent 
opposed and 7 percent were not sure. 
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Age also appeared to be a factor in considering whether the names of 
juveniles who commit crimes should be published. Though not statistically 
significant at 0.05, the trend was that as age increased, so did 
opposition to publishing juveniles' names. 
The raw data also indicated a trend that showed that the higher the 
level of education, the more likely the subject was to believe the courts 
are too lenient. Freshmen students were more inclined to be "softliners" 
(67 percent to 33 percent) than were sophomores, juniors or seniors (each 
about 65 percent to 35 percent in favor of "hardliners"). 
The higher the education, the more likely subjects were to say that 
courts are too lenient and that judges should not be lenient with first-
time offenders. However, the higher the education level, the more a 
subject favored parole use. 
A pattern also developed between the size of a subject's home town 
and his views on the justice system. The data indicated that the 
subjects from towns with populations less than 1,000 were the most likely 
to be "hardliners" (69 percent "hardliners," 31 percent "softliners"). 
Subjects from towns between 15,000 and 25,000 in population were split 
evenly between "hardliners" and "softliners." However, subjects from 
towns larger than 25,000 leaned toward being "hardliners" (61 percent to 
39 percent). 
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CHAPTER IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 
The general purpose of this study was to determine if certain 
facts when included in a story about a criminal arrest would affect how 
readers of that story perceive the guilt or innocence of a suspect. The 
general purpose was divided into 19 specific purposes which were all 
investigated through the testing of 12 hypotheses. Ten of the hypotheses 
were supported by the findings and two were not. 
The first hypothesis was supported. Men were no more or less 
inclined to perceive a male suspect as innocent than were women inclined 
to perceive a female suspect as innocent. 
The second hypothesis was supported. Including in an arrest story 
the fact that a suspect has denied the allegation and implicated another 
person did not lead readers to view the suspect as innocent. Conversely, 
including this information in the story prompted more readers to view 
the suspect as guilty than did those in the control group. (However, 
the difference was not statistically significant.) One of the plausible 
explanations for this discrepancy is that readers saw the denial and 
implication of another as merely a ploy by the subject to shift the blame. 
They didn't put much faith in the suspect's denial. 
The third hypothesis was supported. Reporting that a suspect has 
confessed to a crime led readers to believe the suspect was guilty. 
Twenty-one of the 27 subjects who read about the confession said the 
suspect was guilty. This indicates that while readers aren't likely to 
believe a suspect when he denies any wrongdoing, they're more willing 
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to believe the suspect when he admits wrongdoing. 
The fourth hypothesis was supported. Even a combination of a suspect 
denying the charge and passing a lie detector test was not enough to 
produce significantly more decisions of innocence when compared to the 
control story. Though not statistically significant, there was some 
inclination on the part of readers to place more faith in a suspect's 
passing a lie detector test than they were willing to place in a suspect's 
denial of the charge. 
The fifth hypothesis was supported. Including in an arrest story 
the facts that a suspect failed a lie detector test and confessed to 
the crime led readers to believe the suspect was guilty. Twenty-three 
of the 27 subjects who read this version said the suspect was guilty. 
Statistically, the interaction of the confession and failing of the lie 
detector test was even more significant than the mere report of a 
confession. 
The sixth hypothesis was supported. The interaction of failing a 
lie detector test, confessing to the crime and of having a prior arrest 
record led readers to view the suspect as guilty more often than did the 
control group. The combination of the three damaging facts had a greater 
relationship to perception of guilt or innocence than did the confession 
alone or a combination of the confession and failure of the lie detector 
test. 
The seventh hypothesis was not supported. A "hardliner," someone 
who thinks the justice system favors the criminal, was not more likely to 
view a suspect as guilty. The data indicated no overall relationship 
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between attitudes toward the justice system and perception of guilt or 
innocence. 
The eighth hypothesis was not supported. A "softliner," someone 
who thinks the justice system is not overly fair to criminals, was not 
more likely to view a suspect as innocent. The data indicated no 
relationship between attitudes toward the justice system and perception 
of guilt or innocence. The only story where there was a relationship 
was when the suspect confessed. In this case, "hardliners" were more 
inclined to view the suspect as guilty while "softliners" showed a 
tendency to be undecided or view the suspect as innocent. 
The ninth hypothesis was supported. The data indicated no 
significant relationship between a reader's sex and his perception of 
a suspect's guilt or innocence. 
The 10th hypothesis was supported. There was no significant relation-
ship between a reader's age and his perception of a suspect's guilt or 
innocence. 
The 11th hypothesis was supported. The data indicated no significant 
relationship between a reader's level of education and his perception of 
a suspect's guilt or innocence. 
The 12th hypothesis was supported. There was no significant 
relationship between the population of a reader's home town and his 
feelings about a suspect's guilt or innocence. 
The average reader of an arrest story appears to be influenced by 
what he reads, especially if what he reads is damaging to the defendant. 
In the cases studied, facts which could hinder a defendant receiving a 
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fair trial seemed to sway prospective jurors' opinions as to the guilt or 
innocence of the suspect. Facts which were supportive of the suspect 
seemed to have little influence on prospective jurors' perceptions of 
guilt or innocence. 
Even in the control story where there was no damaging information 
(as defined by the American Bar Association) the subjects viewed the 
suspect as guilty with greater frequency than they viewed him as 
innocent. This could support a theory that the mere fact of arrest 
prejudices prospective jurors. 
It should be stressed, however, that this study doesn't prove that 
a suspect will not receive a fair trial if certain items are included in 
pretrial publicity about the case. The facts of confession, failing a 
lie detector test and of a prior arrest record all swayed prospective 
jurors in this study. But the usual sequence of events in court 
proceedings necessitates a delay of several days or weeks between the time 
of arrest and the time the case goes to trial. Usually, any prejudicial 
information will be published immediately after an arrest, which leaves 
quite some time for the effects of the damaging information to subside 
before the case goes to trial. 
As a result, any significant findings in this study indicate there 
exists a possibility that such information would be damaging at the 
time of trial but would in no way "provell that such information would 
definitely hinder a defendant's chances for a fair trial. In addition 
to the normal time delay, other safeguards available to courts to 
minimize the effects of pretrial publicity could be used to ensure a 
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fair trial. These include motions for continuance, changes of venire, 
voir dire or change of venue. Earlier studies have also indicated that 
a judge's admonition to discard any prejudgments and to decide each 
case solely on the evidence can diminish the effects of adverse pretrial 
publicity. 
This study could be a valuable tool to news editors everywhere. It 
should not be used to tell them what they mayor may not publish. Rather, 
it should serve as a guide to what facts when included in an arrest 
story could endanger a defendant's right to a fair trial. Often material 
which might be damaging can be omitted without seriously abridging readers' 
right to know. 
Also, these findings could be useful to press-bar committees that 
are trying to draw up compromise guidelines on what information about 
a suspect should be made public. The data serve as indicators of what 
items might prejudice prospective jurors and of what items apparently 
do not prejudice prospective jurors. 
Finally, this study could be valuable to attorneys and to judges. 
It could serve as a warning that certain information when divulged 
outside of court could influence potential jurors. 
The free press-fair trial question will probably continue to be a 
source of disagreement between the press and the bar. Further study 
is necessary to determine if defendants are indeed being denied their 
constitutional guarantee of a fair trial. 
A step toward resolving this question could be the use of factor 
analysis in this or a similar study to determine the effect each 
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independent variable has on a reader's perception of guilt or innocence. 
Ideally, any additional studies should be done in the courtroom and 
with actual juries, but the courts have been firm in their denials to mix 
justice with research and there is no indication that will change in the 
near future. The next best method would seem to be to use real courtrooms 
and real jury lists but fictitious cases. 
The time element is also an important factor in future research. 
Studies should be conducted over several weeks to determine if the lapse 
of time between publicity and trial coupled with a judge's admonition 
work to ensure a fair trial. 
Research need not restrict itself to testing the guidelines set 
forth by the American Bar Association. Other variables could influence 
prospective jurors. Among these are the suspect's occupation, marital 
status, number of children, place of residence or status in the 
community. 
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APPENDIX A. FREE PRESS/FAIR TRIAL GUIDELINES 
Code of Cooperation between 
Iowa Daily Press Association and Law Enforcement Officials 
September 1975 
Because the public is entitled to full, consistent, accurate reports 
of law enforcement agencies, and because that is a joint responsibility 
of the agencies and the news media which can only be met by cooperation 
and understanding, we hereby enter upon this code of cooperation. 
It includes events, criminal and otherwise, coming to the attention 
of law enforcement authorities as legally-constituted agents of the 
public. These include crimes, accidents, services, recommendations to 
the public, warnings and such internal departmental activities which are 
of interest to the public that office serves. 
Of paramount importance is the dissemination of said information in 
a manner which is consistent and timely in order to avoid gaps or delays 
which make information to the public less than useful, or misleading. To 
this end, an authorized spokesman shall be available immediately to the 
public on behalf of an agency. 
In the case of accidents, a full report should include those items 
otherwise covered in the formal accident report. The report should be 
in writing, unless time does not permit, in which case it should be 
made orally. 
In the case of arrests, in order to assure full disclosure of facts, 
the following should be made available immediately: 
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l. Name 
2. Address 
3. Age 
4. Sex 
5. Marital status 
6. Occupation 
7. Specific charge 
8. Location and time of arrest 
9. Identity of arresting officers 
10. Circumstances surrounding the arrest 
11. Location and time of the crime 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
Identity of the victim(s) 
Whether suspect arraigned 
Who and when arraigned 
Amount of bond/bail 
Was bond posted 
Where 
Other 
suspect is being held 
pertinent information 
Oregon State Bar-Press-Broadcasters 
Joint Statement of Principles 
Oregon's Bill of Rights provides both for fair trials and for 
freedom of the press. These rights are basic and unqualified. They are 
not ends in themselves but are necessary guarantors for freedom of the 
individual and the public's right to be informed. The necessisity of 
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preserving both the right to a fair trial and the freedom to disseminate 
the news is of concern to the responsible members of the legal and 
journalistic professions and is of equal concern to the public. At times 
these two rights appear to be in conflict with each other. 
In an effort to mitigate this conflict, the Oregon State Bar, the 
Oregon Newspapers Publishers' Association and the Oregon Association of 
Broadcasters have adopted the following statement of principles to keep 
the public fully informed without violating the rights of any 
individual. 
1. The news media have the right and responsibility to print and 
broadcast the truth. 
2. However, the demands of accuracy and objectivity in news 
reporting should be balanced with the demands of fair play. The public 
has a right to be informed. The accused has a right to be judged in an 
atmosphere free from undue prejudice. 
3. Good taste should previa1 in the selection, printing and 
broadcasting of news. Morbid or sensational details should not be 
exploited. 
4. An editor decides what is news. He should consider that an 
accused person is innocent until proven guilty, readers and listeners 
are potential jurors, and that no person's reputation should be injured 
needlessly. 
5. It is unprofessional for any a1wyer to use the news media to 
enhance his side of a pending case. 
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In recognition of these principles, the undersigned hereby 
testify to their continuing desire to achieve the best possible 
accommodation to the rights of the individual and the rights of the 
public when these two fundamental precepts appear to be in conflict in 
the administration of justice. 
It is generally appropriate to disclose or report the following: 
1. The suspect's name, age, address, employment, marital status. 
2. The charge 
3. The amount of bail. 
4. The identity and biographical information of the victim 
and/or complaining party 
5. The identity of the investigating and arresting agency and the 
length of investigation 
6. The circumstances of the arrest including time, place, 
resistance, pursuit and weapons used. 
It is generally inappropriate to disclose or report the following: 
1. Any admission of guilt or confession 
2. Opinions about the suspect's guilt or innocence or his 
character 
3. Opinions concerning evidence in the case 
4. Anticipated testimony or character of prospective witnesses 
5. The results of fingerprints, polygraph, ballistic or laboratory 
tests. 
6. Precise descriptions of items seized or discovered during 
investigation 
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7. Prior criminal charges and convictions 
Photographs of a suspect may be released by law enforcement agencies 
provided a legitimate law enforcement function is served. It is proper 
to disclose information that might be necessary to enlist public 
assistance in apprehending fugutives. These disclosures may include 
photographs as well as prior arrests and convictions. 
Police should not prevent the photographing of suspects in public 
places outside the courtroom but they should not pose the defendant. 
Recommended Guidelines of 
The Fair Trial Free Press Council of Minnesota 
Relating to Adult Criminal Proceedings 
The following information generally should be made public at, or 
immediately following, the time of arrest: 
1. The accused's name, age, residence, employment, marital status 
and similar bsckground information. 
2. The substance or text of the charge, such as it, or would be 
contained in a complaint, indictment, or information. 
3. The identity of the investigating and arresting agency and the 
length of the investigation. 
4. The circumstances immediately surrounding an arrest, including 
the time and place of the arrest, resistance, pursuit, possession 
and use of weapons, and a description of items seized at the 
time of arrest. 
63 
The following information generally should not be made public at, 
or immediately after, the time of arrest: 
1. Statements as to the character or reputation of an accused 
person. 
2. Existence or contents of any confession, admission or statement 
given by the accused, or his refusal to make a statement. 
3. Performance or results of tests, or the refusal of an accused 
to take such a test. 
4. Expected content of testimony, or credibility of prospective 
witnesses 
5. Possibility of a plea of guilty, to the offense charged or to a 
lesser offense, or other disposition. 
6. Other statements relating to the merits, evidence, argument, 
opinions or theories of the case. 
The Minnesota Guidelines say nothing about prior arrests or prior 
charges against the accused. But the guidelines for the State of New 
York say: Prior criminal charges and convictions are matters of public 
record and are available to the news media. Police and other law 
enforcement agencies should make such information available to the news 
media upon request. The public disclosure of this information by the 
news media may be highly prejudicial without any significant addition to 
the public's need to be informed. The publication of such information 
should be carefully considered by the news media. 
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APPENDIX B. QUESTIONNAIRE INSTRUCTIONS 
Department of Journalism 
and Mass Communication lC)WA STATE Ames.lnwaSOOII 
\1 NIVE RSITY Telephone 5IS-294-4340 
PLEASE READ THE ATTACHED NEWS STORY CAREFULLY. 
WHEN YOU HAVE FINISHED, PLEASE ANSWER THE 11 BRIEF QUESTIONS 
WHICH FOLLOW. YOU SHOULD BE ABLE TO ANSWER THESE QUESTIONS 
VERY QUICKLY. MOST OF THE QUESTIONS ASK FOR YOUR OPINION, 
SO DON'T WORRY ABOUT MEMORIZING ANY DETAILS IN THE STORY. 
READ THE STORY AS YOU NORMALLY WOULD IF IT WERE IN A NEWSPAPER. 
PLEASE ANSWER THE QUESTIONS BASED ON YOUR FIRST REACTIONS, RATHER 
THAN YOUR FEELINGS AFTER GIVING THE MATTER SOME THOUGHT. 
PLEASE DO NOT PUT YOUR NAME ON THIS QUESTIONNAIRE. ALL YOUR 
ANSWERS WILL REMAIN CONFIDENTIAL. 
THANK YOU FOR PARTICIPATING IN THIS JOURNALISM RESEARCH PROJECT. 
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APPENDIX C. THE SEVEN STORIES 
Bank employee 
charged with 
embezzlement 
A Des Moines bank 
employee was arrested Thurs-
day and charged with em-
bezzling more than $10,000 
from the bank over the past 
two years. 
David Rinker, bookkeeper 
for First American Bank, was 
released on $15,000 bond 
pending a preliminary hearing 
in district court next week. 
Des Moines police arrested 
Rinker at 5:30 p.m. as he was 
leaving the bank. They con-
fiscated a briefcase Rinker 
was carrying but it only con-
tained personal papers. 
Police said they had been 
investigating a money 
shortage at the bank for the 
past six months after two bank 
auditors reported discrepan-
cies in the bank's records. 
Bank President George 
Stack said Rinker has been 
given a leave of absence 
without pay until the case is 
decided. Rinker worked at the 
bank as a teller from 1970-74 
when he became assistant 
bookkeeper. In 1976 he was 
appointed head bookkeeper. 
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Bank employee 
charged with 
embezzlement 
A Des Moines bank 
employee was arrested Thurs-
day and charged with em-
bezzling more than $10,000 
from the bank over the past 
two years. 
Diane Rinker, bookkeeper 
for First American Bank, was 
released on $15,000 bond 
pending a preliminary hearing 
in district court next week. 
Des Moines police arrested 
Rinker at 5:30 p.m. as she was 
leaving the bank. They con-
fiscated a briefcase Rinker 
was carrying but it only con-
tained personal papers. 
Police said they had been 
investigating a money 
shortage at the bank for the 
past six months after two bank 
auditors reported discrepan-
cies in the bank's records. 
Bank President George 
Stack said Rinker has been 
given a leave of absence 
without pay until the case is 
decided. Rinker worked at the 
bank as a teller from 1970-74 
when she became assistant 
bookkeeper. In 1976 she was 
appointed head bookkeeper. 
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Bank employee 
charged with 
embezzlement 
A Des Moines bank 
employee was arrested Thurs-
day and charged with em-
bezzling more than $10,000 
from the bank over the past 
two years. 
David Rinker, bookkeeper 
for First American Bank, was 
released on $15,000 bond 
pending a preliminary hearing 
in district court next week. 
Des Moines police arrested 
Rinker at 5:30 p.m. as he was 
leaving the bank. They con-
fiscated a briefcase Rinker 
was carrying but it only con-
tained personal papers. 
Police said they had been 
investigating a money 
shortage at the bank for the 
past six months after two bank 
auditors reported discrepan-
cies in the bank's records. 
Police Chief John~ Conrad 
said Rinker has denied the 
charge and has implicated a 
former co-worker who quit his 
job at the bank less than a 
month ago. 
Bank President George 
Stack said Rinker has been 
given a leave of absence 
without pay until the case is 
decided. Rinker worked at the 
bank as a teller from 1970-74 
when he became assistant 
bookkeeper. In 1976 he was 
appointed head bookkeeper. 
68 
Bank employee 
charged with 
embezzlement 
A Des Moines bank 
employee was arrested ThW'S-
day and charged with em-
bezzling more than $10,000 
from the bank over the past 
two years. 
David Rinker, bookkeeper 
for First American Bank, was 
released on $15,000 bond 
pending a preliminary hearing 
in district court next week. 
Des Moines police arrested 
Rinker at 5:30 p.m. as he was 
leaving the bank. They con-
fiscated a briefcase Rinker 
was carrying but it only con-
tained personal papers. 
Police said they had been 
investigating a money 
shortage at the bank for the 
past six months after two bank 
auditors reported discrepan-
cies in the bank's records. 
Police Chief John Conrad 
said Rinker confessed to the 
crime shortly after his arrest. 
Bank President George 
Stack said Rinker has been 
given a leave of absence 
without pay until the case is 
decided. Rinker worked at the . 
bank as a teller from 1971).74 
when he became assistant 
bookkeeper. In 1976 he was 
appointed head bookkeeper. 
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Bank employee 
charged With 
embezzlement 
A Des Moines bank 
employee was arrested Thurs-
day and charged with em-
bezzling more than S10,000 
from the bank Qver the past 
two years. 
David Rinker, bookkeeper 
for First American Bank, was 
released on $15,000 bond 
pending a preliminary hearing 
in district court next week. 
Des Moines Police arrested 
Rinker at 5:30 p.m. as he was 
leaving the bank. They con-
fiscated a briefcase Rinker 
was carrying but it only con-
tained personal papers .. 
Police said they had been 
investigating a money 
shortage at the bank for the 
past six months after two bank 
auditors reported discrepan-
cies in the bank's records. 
-- --Police Chief John Conmd 
said Rinker has denied the 
charge and passed a lie detec-
tor test administered shortly 
after his arrest. Conrad said 
Rinker has implicated a. 
former co-worker who quit his 
job at the bank less than a 
month ago. 
Bank President George 
Stack said Rinker has been 
given a leave of absence 
without pay until the case is 
decided. Rinker worked'at the 
bank as a teller from 1970-74 
when he became assistant 
bookkeeper. In 1976 he was 
appointed head bookkeeper. 
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Bank employee 
charged with' 
embezzlement 
A Des Moines bank 
employee was arrested Thurs-
day and charged with em-
bezzling more than $10,000 
from the bank over the past 
two years. 
David Rinker, bookkeeper 
for First American Bank, was 
released on $15,000 bond 
pending a preliminary hearing 
in district court next week. 
Des Moines police arrested 
Rinker at 5:30 p.m. as he was 
leaving the bank. They con-
fis<:ated a briefcase Rinker 
was carrying but it only con-
tained personal papers. 
Police said they had been 
investigating a money 
shortage at the bank for the 
past six months after two bank 
auditors reported discrepan-
cies in the bank's records. 
Police Chief John Conrad 
said Rinker failed a lie detec-
tor test administered shortly 
after his arrest and has subse-
quently confessed to the 
crime. 
Bank President Georl!e 
Stack said Rinker has be~n 
given a leave of absence 
without pay until the case is 
decided. Rinker worked at the 
bank as a teller from 1970-74 
when he became assistant 
bookkeeper. In 1976 he was 
appointed head bookkeeper. 
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Bank employee 
charged with 
embezzlement 
A Des Moines bank 
employee was arrested ThW"S-
day and charged with em-
bezzling more than $10,000 
from the bank over the past 
two years. 
David Rinker. bookkeeper 
for First American Bank, was 
released on $15,000 bond 
pending a preliminary hearing 
in district court next week. 
Des Moines Police arrested 
Rinker at 5:30 p.m. as he was 
leaving the bank. They con-
fiscated a briefcase Rinker 
was carrying but it only con-
tained personal papers. . 
Police said they had been 
investigating a money 
shortage at the bank for the 
past six months after two bank 
auditors reported discrepan-' 
cies in the bank's records. 
Police Chief John Conrad 
said Rinker failed a lie detec-
tor test administered shortly 
after his arrest and has subse-
quently confessed to the 
crime. In 1962 Rinker was 
charged with stealing $500 
from the clothing store where 
he worked but a jury found 
him innocent. 
Bank President George 
Stack said Rinker has been 
given a leave of absence 
without pay until the case is 
decided. Rinker worked at the 
bank as a teller from 1970-74 
when he became ·assistant 
bookkeeper. In 1976 he was 
appointed head bookkeeper. 
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APPENDIX D. THE QUESTIONNAIRE 
PLEASE MARK ONE RESPONSE FOR EACH QUESTION. 
1. Based on your initial impressions, which best describes how you feel? 
a. Rinker is very probably innocent. 
b. Rinker is probably innocent. 
c. Not sure. 
d. Rinker is probably guilty. 
e. Rinker is very probably guilty. 
2. In the story on page 2, please underline the information which had the 
biggest influence on your feelings concerning Rinker's guilt or innocence. 
3. In your opinion, are courts today too lenient or too harsh in sentencing 
convicted criminals? 
a. Much too lenient 
b. Somewhat lenient 
c. Not sure 
d. Somewhat harsh 
e. Much too harsh 
4. Do you favor or oppose the death penalty for persons convicted of first 
degree murder? 
a. Strongly favor 
b. Somewhat favor 
c. Not sure 
d. Somewhat oppose 
e. Strongly oppose 
PI.EASE GO ON TO NEXT PAGE ... 
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5. Do you favor or oppose judges taking it easy on first-time offenders? 
a. Strongly favor 
b. Somewhat favor 
c. Not sure 
d. Somewhat oppose 
e. Strongly oppose 
6. Do you think the names of juveniles who committed a crime should or 
should not be published in the newspaper? 
__ a. Definitely should be published 
__ b. Usually should be published 
c. Not sure 
--
__ d. Usually should not be published 
__ e. Definitely should not be publ ished 
7. When criminals are sentenced to prison, do you favor or oppose letting 
them out on parole before they have served the full sentence? 
a. Strongly favor 
b. Somewhat favor 
c. Not sure 
d. Somewhat oppose 
e. Strongly oppose 
NOW PLEASE ANSWER THESE ADDITIONAL QUESTIONS. 
8. Are you male or female? 
a. Male 
--
b. Female -~ 
PLEASE GO ON TO NEXT PAGE ... 
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9. What is your age? 
a. 17 or under 
-----' 
b. 18 or 19 
--
__ c. 20 or 21 
d. 22 or 23 
--
e. over 23 
--
10. What is your current year in school? 
a. Freshman 
b. Sophomore 
c. Junior 
d. Senior 
e. Other 
11. What is the population of your hometown? 
a. less than 1,000 
b. 1,000 to 5,000 
c. 5,001 to 10,000 
d. 10,001 to 15,000 
e. 15,001 to 25,000 
f. more than 25,000 
THANK YOU! 
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APPENDIX E. RESPONSES TO CONTROL STORY AND 
FEMALE SUSPECT VERSION BY SEX 
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APPENDIX F. COMPARISON OF CONTROL STORY WITH 
ALLEGATION DENIAL VERSION BY VERDICT 
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APPENDIX G. COMPARISON OF CONTROL STORY WITH PASSED LIE TEST 
AND ALLEGATION DENIAL BY VERDICT 
Control 
N % 
Innocent 3 12 
Not sure 13 47 
Guilty 11 41 
Chi square = 5.61 with 2 degrees of 
Significance = 0.060 
freedom 
Passed lie test 
and denied charge 
N % 
10 38 
10 38 
6 22 
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APPENDIX H. COMPARISON OF "HARDLINERS" AND 
"SOFTLINERS" BY VERDICT 
Hardliner 
N % 
Innocent 14 12 
Not sure 32 27 
Guilty 73 61 
Chi square = 2.24 with 2 degrees of freedom 
Significance = 0.327 
Softliner 
N % 
12 17 
22 32 
35 51 
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APPENDIX I. COMPARISON OF SEX BY VERDICT 
Male Female 
N % N % 
Innocent 11 12 15 15 
Not sure 31 3S 23 23 
Guilty 47 53 61 62 
Chi square = 3.09 with 2 degrees of freedom 
Significance = 0.213 
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APPENDIX J. COMPARISON OF AGE BY VERDICT 
18
 o
r 
19
 
20
 o
r 
21
 
22
 o
r 
23
 
O
ve
r 
23
 
N
 
%
 
N
 
%
 
N
 
%
 
N
 
%
 
In
no
ce
nt
 
8 
20
 
15
 
13
 
2 
9 
1 
7 
N
ot
 s
u
re
 
6 
15
 
35
 
32
 
9 
41
 
4 
26
 
G
ui
lt
y 
26
 
65
 
61
 
55
 
11
 
50
 
10
 
67
 
00
 
w
 
C
hi
 s
qu
ar
e 
=
 
7.
06
 w
it
h 
6 
de
gr
ee
s 
o
f 
fr
ee
do
m
 
S
ig
ni
fi
ca
nc
e 
=
 
0.
31
5 
84 
APPENDIX K. COMPARISON OF EDUCATION LEVEL BY VERDICT 
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APPENDIX L. COMPARISON OF HOME TOWN SIZE BY VERDICT 
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